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The field of 2D materials-based nanophotonics has been growing at a rapid pace, triggered by the ability 
to design nanophotonic systems with in-situ control1, unprecedented degrees of freedom, and to build 
material heterostructures from bottom up with atomic precision2. A wide palette of polaritonic classes3–6 
have been identified, comprising ultra-confined optical fields, even approaching characteristic length-scales 
of a single atom7.  These advances have been a real boost for the emerging field of quantum nanophotonics, 
where the quantum mechanical nature of the electrons and/or polaritons and their interactions become 
relevant. Examples include, quantum nonlocal effects8–11, ultrastrong light–matter interactions11–16, 
Cherenkov radiation13,17,18, access to forbidden transitions11, hydrodynamic effects19–21,  single-plasmon 
nonlinearities22,23, polaritonic quantization24, topological effects etc.3,4. In addition to these intrinsic 
quantum nanophotonic phenomena, the 2D material system can also be used as a sensitive probe for the 
quantum properties of the material that carries the nanophotonics modes, or quantum materials in its 
vicinity. Here, polaritons act as a probe for otherwise invisible excitations, e.g. in superconductors25, or as 
a new tool to monitor the existence of Berry curvature in topological materials and superlattice effects in 
twisted 2D materials. 
In this article, we present an overview of the emergent field of 2D-material quantum 
nanophotonics, and provide a future perspective on the prospects of both fundamental emergent 
phenomena and emergent quantum technologies, such as quantum sensing, single-photon sources 
and quantum emitters manipulation. We address four main implications (cf. Figure 1): i) quantum 
sensing, featuring polaritons to probe superconductivity and explore new electronic transport 
hydrodynamic behaviours, ii) quantum technologies harnessing single-photon generation, manipulation 
and detection using 2D materials, iii) polariton engineering with quantum materials enabled by twist angle 
and stacking order control in van der Waals heterostructures and iv) extreme light–matter interactions 
enabled by the strong confinement of light at atomic level by 2D materials, which provide new tools to 
manipulate light fields at the nano-scale (e.g., quantum chemistry26, nonlocal effects, high Purcell 
enhancement). 
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Figure 1. Perspectives in quantum nanophotonics with 2D materials. The co-evolution of subwavelength optical 
measurements and photonic devices designed atoms by atoms led to the exploration of new regimes where strong light 
matter interactions enable original strategies of quantum sensing, polariton engineering and quantum technologies.  
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Pushing nanophotonics to the ultimate physical limits 
 
2D materials provide a path for driving nanophotonics beyond the nanometer scale and into 
the atomic scale. This naturally stems from their atomically thin nature, but also from the unique 
optical excitations supported by these materials3,4, such as plasmons in graphene12,27–29, excitons in 
TMDs30, etc. Although similar quasi-particle excitations exist in conventional bulky materials, the low-
dimensionality and unique composition of 2D materials yields unconventional optical properties and 
enhanced quantum effects.   
There are several limiting factors for controlling light at the nanoscale, with the primary one 
being the ability to compress the optical field to small volumes. The latter has an important effect not 
only on the accompanied field enhancement but also on the Purcell factor, which allows the 
   
 
   
 
manipulation of single quantum emitters. This challenging task becomes even more difficult below the 
nanometer scale, due to the increased momentum mismatch between the far-field photon and the 
excited optical mode, together with enhanced quantum effects governing this regime. However, 
overcoming these challenges provides a path to ultrastrong and enhanced light–matter interactions. 
In that aspect, 2D materials and their properties enabled pushing light–matter interaction into the 
atomic limit, based on their unique optical response. For example, the quantum response of excitons 
in monolayer semiconductor transition-metal-dichalcogenides (TMDs) enabled the realization of 
highly reflective mirrors31,32 and perfect absorbers33,34, which are one monolayer thick. Furthermore, 
the relative ease of controlling the excitonic properties of these materials enabled the large 
manipulation of their radiative lifetime via optical cavities35–38, together with quantum nonlinear 
effects at the single photon level, which provide a possible path for new platforms based on strongly 
interacting photons32,33,39–42. Similarly, finite-sized graphene structures supporting graphene plasmons 
(GPs) give rise to quantum effects and single-plasmon response23,43,44.  
 
One exemplary system for light confinement is the nanoparticle-on-metal (NPoM) system, 
which is composed out of a nanometric size metal particle (usually a cube or a sphere), separated from 
a metallic surface by a very thin dielectric spacer45,46 (Figure 2a). The NPoM allows to confine a gap 
surface-plasmon mode between the nanoparticle and the metal surface to a small mode volume with 
large field enhancement (~104) and Purcell factor (~105-107)47,48. It has thus enabled room-temperature 
strong-coupling49, spontaneous emission sources50 and nanoantenna response45,49. However, the 
confinement provided by the NPoM system is also accompanied by increased losses due to its 
plasmonic nature51,52, and an important role in the reduction in the possible field enhancement is 
introduced by quantum nonlocal effects53–55 (see Nonlocality section).  
 
Taking the concept of the NPoM to the next level has been enabled by 2D materials. From a 
technical aspect, these allow to build NPoM systems with atomic layer-by-layer precision, thinning 
down the dielectric spacer to a single monolayer56,57 (Figure 2b). More fundamentally, harnessing the 
properties of GPs, which in comparison to conventional (metal-based) SPPs exhibit extreme 
confinement and low loss in the MIR range58, enabled to strongly compress even the long wavelength 
MIR spectrum. By replacing the metal surface with a graphene sheet, the supported GPs interacting 
with the metallic nanocube are able to form localized graphene-plasmon-magnetic-resonators 
(GPMRs), and achieve a confinement factor ~5.10-10 time smaller than that of the free space photon 
volume59 (Figure 2c). Moreover, even if graphene is placed at a distance of one atomic monolayer from 
a metallic grating, GPs can be vertically confined to that one atomic layer spacing, without experiencing 
prohibitive losses57, which constitutes a tremendous advantage compared to the SPP based system. It 
stems from the unique nonlocal response of graphene, which do not increase the losses or limit the 
field enhancement60, together with the low metallic losses in the MIR. These effects will be further 
discussed in Nonlocality section. 
The ultra-compressed mode volumes provided by the GPMR system has a tremendous impact 
on light-emitter interaction via the Purcell effect. The latter affects the transition rates of the emitter 
and can be manipulated via the environment of the emitter, changing the local density of photonic 
states. Furthermore, GPs have been predicted to enable forbidden optical transitions13, manipulate 
the frequencies of semiconductor emitters61, the quantum Cherenkov effect18and the tailoring of 
various types of light–matter interactions14.  In addition to the Purcell effect, these extraordinary 
properties makes the GPMR system an excellent candidate for pushing light-matter interaction into 
the ultrastrong regime14. Due to the small GP wavelength and mode volume, the light field intensity is 
significantly increased. Together with the fact that these resonances reside in the MIR and THz spectra, 
it makes GPs promising candidates for molecular sensing62,63, as many molecular transitions resides in 
this spectral range. Moreover, this large field intensity may potentially yield very strong interaction 
with a nearby molecule, paving a path to ultrastrong vibrational-strong-coupling64,65, and even the 
polaritonic manipulation of chemical processes26,66.  
   
 
   
 
The ultra-compressed mode volumes provided by 2D photonic materials are facilitating strong 
mutual coupling of quantum emitters and the large variety of photonic quasi-particles that can be 
hosted by 2D materials14. This paves the way for new paradigms in light-matter interactions beyond 
the Wigner-Weisskopf regime, such as strong-coupling phenomena67, breaking of common selection 
rules by strong field gradients13, and new non-perturbative regimes of QED68. Naturally, this 
development calls for new theoretical foundations, that treat light, matter, and their mutual couplings 
at the same footing when accounting for quantization. Examples of such developments 
include variational theory of general non-relativistic QED systems of coupled light and matter69 and 
harnessing light emission through the exploitation of vacuum forces in novel nanophotonic systems70. 
 
Another advantageous attribute of GPs is that they are electrically tunable by changing the 
density of charge carriers in graphene. This enables to electrically control polaritonic phenomena, and 
indeed GP-based electro-optical detectors71 and modulators72 have been demonstrated. The next step 
in to the quantum regime is the electrical excitation of GPs by an atomic-scale quantum tunneling 
device, which had also been proposed73,74. The tunneling in such a device occurs between two 
graphene layers and a few Angstroms thick hBN barrier, which is controlled with atomic precision73,74 
(Figure 2d). Its realization would enable a complete and compact electro-optical quantum system in the 
MIR/THz range.  
 
 
Figure 2 : Approaches for nanophotonic cavities with confined optical modes. a: The nanocube-on-metal (NCoM) system, 
which support a gap SPP in the VIS\NIR confined between a metal nanocube and a metal surface, interacting with an optical 
emitter. b: The graphene-plasmon-magnetic-resonator (GPMR) system, which support a GP in the MIR\THz confined between 
a metal nanocube and a graphene sheet, interacting with a vibrational molecular resonance. c: The normalized mode volume 
Vmode/Vfree-space for the two systems, showing a four orders of magnitudes smaller values for the GPMR system. d: A graphene 
tunneling device, where a few layers of hBN separate to graphene layers, which are electrically connected and can excite GPs 
via the tunneling electrons. e, Illustration of the coupling between excitons in a TMD and the plasmonic field of a metal 
nanoparticle (top), which leads to double-peaked spectra (bottom). f, Anticrossing obtained through dark-field microscopy 
of several Ag nanoprisms on monolayer WS2. e and f are adapted from Ref.75. 
 
Strong light-matter interactions in 2D materials can also be explored with exciton-polaritons3,4,15,76, 





   
 
   
 
any dissipation rate of the system15,77,78 (cf. Figure 2e-f). Strong exciton–photon coupling has been 
experimentally demonstrated with different TMDs in both dielectric-based76,79–82 and plasmonic-
based75,83–88 optical cavities (cf. Figure 2e). In spite of these early encouraging developments, the study 
of strong-coupling phenomena with TMDs still faces some challenges. For instance, the majority of the 
strong-coupling claims squarely rely on the observation of mode splitting (cf. Figure 2f)  in the scattering 
spectra which is insufficient to determine whether or not the system is in the strong-coupling regime, 
as both Fano-type interference/induced-transparency or enhanced absorption can yield similar 
signatures15,16,77,89–91. To distinguish strong-coupling from these, it has been suggested that scattering 
data should be supplemented by the observation of a doublet in absorption and/or 
photoluminescence as well76,86,89–92. Ideally, the “smoking-gun” would be the observation of Rabi-like 
oscillations in the time-domain (though experimental challenging—but possible93 —due to the fast (∼ 
10 fs) oscillation time scales), signalizing a coherent, reversible exchange of energy between the 
exciton and photon modes. Furthermore, most of the experimental observations of strong-coupling in 
TMD-based systems could so far be well-described semiclassically using, e.g., the celebrated coupled-
oscillator model94. While this is not a problem per se for many applications (e.g., for controlling 
emission/absorption dynamics or tailoring emission patterns), for genuine quantum light applications 
it is paramount to distinguish if the nature of the strong coupling is classical or quantum. This can be 
elucidated, e.g., by analyzing photon statistics and correlations95,96 or few-photon nonlinearities97–99. 
Strong-coupling nanophotonics with 2D TMDs is a fertile research ground with many promising 
opportunities on the horizon, such as  polaritonic lasing100,101 and condensation102,103, taming chemical 
reactions via polaritonic chemistry104,105, all-optical switching and logic98,106, and valley-
polaritonics80,107,108.  
 
Single quantum emitters coupled to 2D materials.  
Placing single emitters in the near-field of a surface and controlling their emission by either 
tuning the emitter-surface separation or the optical conductivity of the 2D material (e.g., via 
electrostatic gating), calls for fundamental physics questions about dipolar interactions109 such as 
Casimir forces110 or energy transfer 109,111–114. One can see the radiative decay rate as an extremely 
short-range probe (interactions scaling as d-4, where d is the separation (cf. Figure 3a) to quantitatively 
measure distances111,112, superconductors phase transitions115, exciton-polariton formation116 or even 
dimensionality of a quantum emitter113. The ability to dynamically tune either the emission rate (via 
radio-frequency optomechanical device117) or directly the energy (vacuum quantum fluctuations110., 
Stark coupling118, cf. Figure 3b) of a single photon source is very promising for future quantum 
technologies (quantum key distribution, high bandwidth quantum sensors). 
Light–matter interactions between single emitters and graphene can be tuned even further by 
modulating the local density of states within the 2D membrane in-situ so that single emitters couple 
to graphene plasmons, enabling extremely high Purcell enhancement factors119,120. Demonstration of 
modulation faster than the emitter decay time120 opens perspectives in exploring intriguing effects 
such as collective effects121, non-linear light–matter interactions at the quantum level22, and temporal 
quantum control of a single emitter122. Combining NV center noise magnetometry techniques with 2D 
electrical transport devices also provide a new tool for exploring fundamental physical phenomena 
locally and dynamically (current flow imaging123, electron-phonon Cerenkov instability17), as illustrated 
in Figure 3d.  
2D materials can also directly host single-photon sources124–130, now integrated in devices 
(quantum LED131, quantum Stark-confined modulators132, SiN photonic chip133). Their emission 
generally ranges from visible to near-IR at low temperatures and even at room temperature for color 
centers in hBN. These emitters are generally well defined in energy (1-10 GHz linewidth134,135), emit in 
a broad spectrum from visible (hBN) to near-infrared (TMDs), and they are ultra-sensitive to their local 
environment, being located at the surface.  Strain engineering of the membrane (nano-pillars136 , nano-
constrictions137) or He-FIB (5 nm resolution) induced defects138,139 are currently the main strategies to 
deterministically generate  single-photon sources (cf. Figure 3e) and opens avenues in the spatial 
   
 
   
 
control of single emitters at subwavelength distances to engineer collective behavior and strong 
dipole-dipole interactions (cf. Figure 3f). Advanced STM electro-luminescence at low temperature has 
revealed atomic scale mapping of localized excitons and rises fundamental questions about the defect 
type and single-photon source formation140,141 (cf. Figure 3g). Another promising route142 to generate 
quantum emitters in 2D materials is based on the moiré superpotential to trap interlayer excitons143,144 
in MoSe2/WSe2 heterostructures145–148. Initial results reveal very narrow lines (<meV), showing 
particular magnetic dependence146,149, have been recently competed by photon statistics150 (anti-
bunching) thus proving the existence of single photon generation. While arrays of single quantum 
emitters in 2D are promising tools151 for creating  Hubbard systems or exciton trapping, reaching a high 
level of control of single photon sources in 2D materials will open avenues for quantum 
communications (on demand photon sources, quantum key distribution) and quantum sensing. Such 
sensing capabilities are linked to the recent use of graphene plasmons to probe nonlocal effects152.  
 
Figure 3: Quantum emitters coupled to 2D materials. a: Decay rate of a single emitters located at a distance d from graphene. 
The typical increase of the decay rate at short distance is due to non-resonant energy transfer (Ref111). b: Broadband Stark 
tuning of ultra-narrow (50MHz) quantum emitter using a graphene electrode. The achieved tuning is  4 orders of magnitude 
larger than the emitter linewidth, which is a record due to the 2D vertical geometry allowing extremely high electric field 
(MV/m) (Ref118). c: Dynamic modulation within the plasmon regime using graphene electrode in the near field of erbium ions 
(Ref120). d: current flow near a defect in graphene measured by NV-center magnetometry (Ref123). e: anti-bunching signature 
of a single-photon sources in WSe2 generated by strain fields using nano-pillar array (inset) (Ref136). f: Emission from defects 
in MoS2 caused by  He ion exposure on a square pattern (Ref139). g:  Photon-emission spatial imaging of a single sulfur vacancy 
in WSe2 measured by electrically stimulated photon emission using STM tip (Ref153).  
Nonlocality 
The recent realization of acoustic graphene plasmons (AGPs) in graphene–dielectric–metal 
(GDM) heterostructures8,10,59,154,155, exhibiting a nearly-linear dispersion and unparalleled field 
confinement, revealed a new paradigm in graphene plasmonics: the ability to probe and tune quantum 
nonlocal effects and to simultaneously map the both the frequency- and momentum-dependence (i.e., 
nonlocality or spatial dispersion) of graphene’s conductivity, 𝜎(𝑞, 𝜔). In general, nonlocal effects 
impact the electromagnetic response of materials when these are probed at wavevectors q 
comparable with the Fermi  wavevector 𝑘𝐹  of the underlying electron system, or, else, for 𝑞 → 𝜔/𝑣𝐹 
(signaling the breakdown of the 𝑞 ≪ 𝜔/𝑣𝐹  condition)
152,156 corresponding to AGP’s velocities, 𝑣𝐴𝐺𝑃 ∼
ω/𝑞, approaching the electron’s Fermi velocity, i.e., 𝑣𝐴𝐺𝑃 →  𝑣𝐹. Additionally, as AGPs in GDM 
structures attain large wavevectors (even larger than conventional GPs) and that graphene’s 𝑘𝐹 can 
be tuned electrostatically by controlling its carrier density 𝑛 through kF = √𝜋|𝑛|, these features can 
be exploited to produce AGPs with wavevectors corresponding to a significant fraction of kF or with 
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In extended graphene, the main effect of nonlocal response is to shift the plasmon dispersion 
towards smaller q (cf. Figure 4a-b) . For AGPs in GDM structures, this shift can be substantial at small 
graphene–metal separations and is also responsible for the slowdown of the AGPs’ velocity8,10. 
Moreover, as the graphene–metal separation t is reduced, the nonlocal description predicts plasmon 
velocities asymptotically approaching electron velocity vF, but without ever surpassing (falling below) 
it8,10,157. This is in stark contrast to the local-response prediction which allows the AGP’s dispersion to 
fall inside the prohibited graphene’s intraband electron-hole continuum. Remarkably, Lundeberg et 
al.8 were not only able to detect a markedly nonlocal response, but also to uncover intriguing many-
body effects, specifically, Fermi velocity renormalization and compressibility correction. This exciting 
development suggests that near field optical spectroscopy with AGPs can be used to investigate 
electron-electron interactions in (twisted) graphene158,159.   
Strikingly, the significance of AGPs goes beyond graphene itself as much as they can also be employed 
as extremely sensitive probes of the nonlocal and quantum response of metals9. While the classical 
electromagnetic response of metals in the far-infrared mimics that of a perfect conductor, at 
nanometric graphene–metal separations, 𝑡, that is no longer an accurate approximation as 𝑡 
approaches intrinsically quantum mechanical length scales associated with the metal’s electron 
gas9,10,43. The impact of the metal’s non- classical response causes the AGP’s dispersion to shift; for 
gold (a typical metal used in GDM structures) it is towards smaller 𝑞 (or larger 𝜔; blueshift) 9,10 whereas 
simple metals (e.g., Al or Na) should induce an opposite shift. Curiously, such non- classical shift is not 
accompanied by a significant nonlocal Landau damping from the metal. Both of these features—i.e., 
nonclassical spectral shifting and negligible metallic nonlocal broadening—can be well explained using 
a mesoscopic framework for nanoscale electrodynamics where the quantum surface-response of the 
metal is encoded via the so-called Feibelman d-parameters10,160,161: 𝑑⊥(𝜔) and 𝑑∥(𝜔). Within a simple 
jellium treatment160,161, 𝑑∥ = 0. In this context, the 𝑑⊥-parameter is particularly prominent as it 
corresponds to the first moment of the induced charge density, and thus 𝑅𝑒(𝑑⊥) indicates the 
effective position of the metal’s surface with respect to its jellium edge (which marks the “classical” 
surface), while 𝐼𝑚(𝑑⊥) embodies surface-enhanced Landau damping. Therefore, the metallic quantum 
surface-response effectively renormalizes the graphene–metal distance54 from 𝑡 to: 
?̃? = 𝑡 −  𝑅𝑒(𝑑⊥) .    (Eq. 1) 
The magnitude and direction of the quantum shift thus depends, respectively, on the absolute value 
and sign of 𝑅𝑒(𝑑⊥) (cf. Figure 4c). For the THz and mid-IR frequency range, i.e., much below the metal’s 
plasma frequency (𝜔 ≪ 𝜔𝑃) but corresponding to the spectral range of interest for AGPs, it can be 
shown161,162  that: 
     𝑑⊥ ≈ 𝑅𝑒(𝑑⊥) = 𝜁   (Eq. 2) 
where 𝜁 ≡ 𝑅𝑒(𝑑⊥)(𝜔 → 0)  is a constant and 𝐼𝑚(𝑑⊥)asymptotically vanishes as 𝜔 → 0. Hence, the 
finiteness of 𝑅𝑒(𝑑⊥) and the nearly vanishing 𝐼𝑚(𝑑⊥) elucidate the physical mechanisms 
underpinning the metal’s quantum surface-response that are responsible for the occurrence of AGP’s 
dispersion shifts without the significant deterioration of the associated quality-factor  (cf. Figure 4c-d), 
and, crucially, explains recent experimental observations155.  
 
 
Figure 4 : Nonlocal and quantum plasmonics in graphene–metal hybrids. a, Typical experimental setup for launching and 
nanoimaging of AGPs using a s-SNOM; the sample consists of hBN–graphene–hBN–metal. Adapted from Ref.152. b, Dispersion 
of AGPs for varying graphene–metal distances, t, obtained from local- (Drude; dashed lines) and nonlocal-response (RPA; 
solid lines) theories. Setup parameters: 𝜖ℎ𝐵𝑁 = 6.7, 𝜖ℎ𝐵𝑁 = 3.56, the top hBN layer is 10 nm-thick, and graphene’s carrier 
   
 
   
 
density and relaxation-time have been set to 𝑛 = 1012𝑐𝑚−2 and 𝜏 = 500𝑓𝑠, respectively. The metal is treated classicaly 
(within the local-response). c, Impact of metallic quantum surface-response on the spectral properties of AGPs for varying t 
in graphene–dielectric–metal structures, contrasting the metal’s response based on classical (𝑑⊥ = 0) and quantum (𝑑⊥ =
𝜁 + 𝑖𝜉𝜔 𝜔𝑃⁄ , with 𝜁 = 4Å and 𝜉 = 1Å) treatments. The inset shows the corresponding AGP’s group velocity, 𝑣𝑃 = 𝜕 𝜔 𝜕⁄ 𝑞. 
d, Associated AGPs’ quality factor, Q. The inset shows the ratio between the quality factors based on calculations without (𝑄0 
; 𝑑⊥ = 0) and with (𝑄 ; 𝑑⊥ ≠ 0) the metal’s quantum surface-response. Setup parameters (panels c–d): (𝑟𝑠 = 3, ℏ𝛾𝑚 =
0.1𝑒𝑉, 𝜖𝑑 = 4, 𝐸𝐹 = 0.3𝑒𝑉 and ℏ𝛾 = 8𝑚𝑒𝑉; we assume an excitation at 𝜆0 = 11.28𝜇𝑚 or 𝑓0 ≈ 26.6𝑇𝐻𝑧). Adapted from 
Ref. 163.  
  
 Another intriguing avenue is the direct probing of compressibility through plasmonic 
excitations in correlated systems such as the fractional quantum Hall (FQH) system or magic angle 
graphene164–166. Spatial mapping of the nonlocal conductivity in the FQH regime via scattering-type 
scanning near-field optical microscopy (s-SNOM) may shed light on the origin of incompressibility. 
Indeed, the nonlocal conductivity carries precious information on the local shape of correlations (pair 
distribution function) and on an internal geometrical degree of freedom (internal metric) responsible 
for the intra-Landau level dynamics of the system167. S-SNOM can also directly probe collective 
excitations in the FQH regime. It is by now well understood that, at finite wave numbers, the system 
supports a sharp magnetoroton mode exhibiting a “roton” minimum168, which has been observed 
experimentally via inelastic light scattering169.  On the other hand, the understanding of collective 
modes in the long-wavelength regime is far from being complete. The authors of Ref.170 have recently 
demonstrated that the long-wavelength collective excitations of FQH liquids can be viewed as “chiral 
gravitons” carrying total angular momentum 2, mismatching that of the photon which carries angular 
momentum 1. While these gravitons can be excited and probed by using surface acoustic waves171 
(whose effects in a crystal mimic those of gravitational waves), it would be highly desirable to engineer 
metallic tips capable of probing them with s-SNOM. There is thus a clear perspective to exploit near-
field optical spectroscopy for the study of non-local conductivity and probe electron-electron 
interactions and unexplored collective excitations, which can be crucial to explore electronic phases of 
matter.   
 
Collective modes in electronic hydrodynamic systems 
The long-standing and intuitive idea that conduction electrons can move like a viscous fluid in good 
conductors172,173 has recently found experimental verification on graphene19,20,174,175, PdCoO2176, 
WP2177, and WTe2178. In high quality graphene layers, for example, electrons are able to travel long 
distances without colliding with external entities (phonons or impurities) while, at “high” electron 
temperatures (higher than liquid nitrogen temperatures), the electron-electron (e-e) scattering time is 
sufficiently short19. This makes e-e scattering (due to Coulomb interaction179 or phonon-mediated 
interaction180) the dominant momentum-transfer mechanism in this regime. While, the impact of this 
new transport regime20,181 has been thoroughly studied using steady-state transport and various 
scanning techniques, much less is known on the impact of hydrodynamic transport on optical 
properties (that is beyond the framework of hydrodynamic model of the nonlocal optical response of 
metals182). 
Electron hydrodynamics can suggest very elegant analogies between electronic and fluid-
mechanical phenomena173,183,184. Interestingly, recent theoretical works185–187  showed that in the 
hydrodynamic regime of a Fermi liquid plasmon modes are possible with a phase velocity lower than 
the Fermi velocity 𝑣𝐹 (but greater than 𝑣𝐹 √2⁄ ), as illustrated in Figure 7c. This allows to push the 
impact of nonlocal effects to a new limit. An even richer landscape is expected when we consider non-
Fermi liquid systems188,189. For example, for graphene close to charge neutrality, fast e-e scattering, 
extremely low viscosity,  and neutral energy modes have been predicted185–187,189. 
The investigation of these modes is challenging from the experimental point of view because of their 
extreme confinement (and therefore techniques able to resolve momentum on the order of 𝜔 𝑣F⁄  are 
required). A crucial point is also to address the temperature dependence of the optical properties, 
since e-e scattering, and therefore the transition from the collisionless to the hydrodynamic regime is 
very sensitive to the electronic temperature19. 
   
 
   
 
Finally, hydrodynamic phenomena occur in many materials beyond graphene190 and electrons are not 
the only quasiparticles that display hydrodynamic behavior. This regime has also been predicted to 
happen for phonons191,192 and magnons193. Future studies can address the optical response of more 
exotic quasiparticles when these enter the hydrodynamic regime. Combining high sample quality and 
advanced experimental techniques now enables exploration of electron-electron interactions in gra-
phene and promote novel strategies for quantum sensing of collective excitations in 2D materials. 
 
Electrodynamics of superconductors probed with ultra-confined graphene plasmons  
In this section we discuss the excitation of collective modes in a superconductor (SC) by acoustic 
graphene plasmons (AGPs) and quantum emitters, that otherwise would be optically silent to far-field 
radiation. As an example, we present the coupling of the AGPs to the Higgs mode of a SC. A SC supports 
an abundance of collective modes defining its optical response194. These are: 
• The Higgs mode195,196, associated with fluctuations of the amplitude of the order-parameter, and 
appearing above the superconducting gap, 2𝛥, where 𝛥 is the amplitude of the superconducting 
order-parameter; it is, therefore, a gapped mode. However, since its energy range overlaps with 
the Bogoliubov quasiparticle continuum, the Higgs mode suffers from Landau damping, which 
contributes even further to the difficulty in observing this mode. Nevertheless,  for energies close 
to 2Δ, the density of particle-hole excitations should be small enough so that the mode can be 
distinguished from the continuum. 
• The Nambu-Goldstone mode197 [22], associated with fluctuations of the phase of the order 
parameter, is in principle gapless, being the result of the spontaneous breaking of a continuous 
symmetry. The coupling of this mode to the electromagnetic field, however, results in a gap of the 
order of the plasmon energy198. 
• Collective charge excitations, dubbed intrinsic plasmons, which in a 2D SC disperse as the square 
root of the wave vector. In addition, in a layered superconductor a number of linear dispersive 
plasmon branches appear, due to the Coulomb interaction among charges in different layers. Also, 
and in particular, when Cooper pairs tunneling is allowed in a layered SC, Josephson plasmons 
(manifesting in the optical response along the direction perpendicular to the Cu-O planes, e. g., in 
cuprates SCs) also appear199–202. 
• Other modes are the Carlson-Goldman (CG) mode203,204, which is a phase mode in charged SCs, and 
the Bardasis-Schrieffer (BS) mode205–207, which is a gapped mode appearing in fluctuations in 
subdominant order-parameters in a s-wave superconductor, located at energies below the 
superconducting gap. The BS mode, similarly to the Higgs mode, does not couple linearly with far-
field electromagnetic radiation. It has been proposed recently208 that it can be made observable 
by inducing externally a supercurrent in a 2D SC placed in a microwave cavity. It has also been 
suggested that, due to the sub-gap nature of the BS mode, a (non-equilibrium) finite density of BS-
polaritons can be achieved, producing a mixed s+id superconducting state. 
 
In addition to all of these modes, a semi-infinite SC (or a thin SC film) also supports interfacial 
hybrid charge-radiation modes dubbed surface plasmon polaritons (SPPs)209, first described by 
Keller210,211, and which can be explored for extraordinary transmission through a perforated 
superconductor with subwavelength holes212 and for low-loss plasmonics213. 
The energy scale for all these modes is given by the amplitude of the order parameter which lies 
in THz spectral range. Sources of THz radiation are, therefore, needed for probing the aforementioned 
modes. Although sources of THz radiation are nowadays widely available, not all of these modes couple 
to transverse far-field radiation. This is the case of the Higgs mode in a clean superconductor, the 
plasmon mode, and the CG and BS modes. On the other hand, these modes couple to longitudinal 
electromagnetic fields at finite wave vectors. Also, as it is well known, SPPs do not couple directly to 
far-field radiation due to kinematic reasons. 
Electromagnetic sources of large wave-vectors can be found in the near field of scattered 
electromagnetic radiation, such as in surface plasmons polaritons and in quantum emitters decaying 
   
 
   
 
near an interface. Therefore, exciting the aforementioned modes in the SC requires sources generating 
near fields of THz radiation. An obvious choice of generating near fields is Scanning Near-field Optical 
Microscopy (SNOM)214 when the tip of the microscope is illuminated by far-field THz radiation.  
It is in the above context that (nonlocal) AGPs57 emerge as a complementary near-field probe. 
When in close proximity to a metal or a superconductor, AGPs have their electrostatic interaction 
screened by the presence of the charges in the metal or the SC. The AGPs then disperse linearly with 
a speed slightly above the Fermi velocity of the charge carriers in graphene and, therefore, even for 
THz radiation, they carry very large wave vectors. Then, it is conceivable that AGPs can be used as a 
probe of the elusive collective excitations of a SC. In particular, we foresee the possibility to probe, 
beyond the collective modes, also the anisotropy of the order parameter215, the Cooper pairs size as 
its built into the nonlocal conductivity, and probing the London penetration depth216. Since AGPs are 
ultra-confined modes, thus leading to spatially localized high intense fields, it is conceivable to explore 
the nonlinear response of a SC, leading to higher harmonics generation217. Naturally, from a theoretical 
perspective, the description of the interaction of the SC modes with AGPs requires a detailed 
calculation of the nonlocal optical conductivity of the SC (together with graphene’s nonlocal optical 
conductivity10,29,218,219). The simplest and nontrivial description of the conductivity of a bulk SC using 
BCS theory, and including nonlocal corrections to leading-order, was given by Keller210. In a recent 
work25, using Keller’s conductivity, it was shown that AGPs can couple to the Higgs mode leading to an 
anti-crossing in the dispersion relation of the AGPs near the Higgs mode frequency 2∆/ ħ (cf. Figure 5). 
The linear optical conductivity of a BCS-like superconductor in the weak nonlocal regime210 shows 
a sharp feature at frequencies close to 2∆/ ħ, which can be attributed to the excitation of the Higgs 
mode. For a SC-insulator interface, this feature leads to a stop-band in the SC’s SPP-dispersion, 
analogous to the avoided crossing between the bulk plasmon polariton and the SPP conventional 
metal-insulator interfaces. In the SC-insulator case, however, the energy gap between the two ensuing 
branches is extremely narrow (a few μeV in the clean limit, for 2∆/ ħ ~28 meV). Moreover, unless the 
relaxation rate is unrealistically small, dissipative effects blur the distinction between the two 
branches, rendering this feature essentially unobservable. However, if a graphene sheet is deposited 
in close proximity to the SC surface, there is clearly hybridization between AGPs and the Higgs mode, 
as already noted. The features of this hybrid mode can be tuned by controlling graphene’s doping, the 
graphene-SC distance or the system’s temperature. To observe the hybrid mode, the mismatch 
between AGPs and far-field radiation wave vector has to be overcome. This can be achieved by 
patterning graphene into micro-ribbons, separated from the SC by a thin insulating layer (cf. Figure 5). 
Another possibility, experimentally feasible57, is to nano-fabricate a metallic grid on graphene, with a 
few-layer hexagonal Boron-Nitride as spacer layer. Alternatively, one can study the decay rate of a 
quantum emitter in the proximity of the graphene-insulator-SC heterostructure. It has been shown 
recently25 that a strong feature can be observed in the Purcell factor of such a configuration. This 
feature is reminiscent of a Fano resonance and suggests a competition between two decaying 
channels, one associated with the coherent hybrid mode and the other with the dissipative excitation 
of independent particle pairs. It should be noted that, in the vdW heterostructure considered in the 
discussion above, graphene is always separated from the superconductor by an insulating material 
(see Fig. 5, panel a). Since the SC order parameter decays exponentially with distance from the SC 
surface, this separation should be enough to hinder the induction of a superconducting gap in 
graphene by proximity effect. 
An alternative method to excite Higgs modes has been proposed recently, in which a 
superconductor is driven out of equilibrium by short terahertz pulses, resulting in oscillations of the 
amplitude of the order parameter220. In the same vein, transient superconductivity induced by 
femtosecond mid-infrared pulses, besides activating the elusive Higgs mode, can be used to amplify 
terahertz radiation221. 
In conclusion, AGPs are emerging as a new experimental tool to unveil the subtle collective 
excitations in SCs, and can, in principle, be applied to both BCS-like SCs and to unconventional layered 
and 2D SCs. The latter possibility is particularly exciting as very little is known about 2D SCs. Since van 
   
 
   
 
der Waals heterostructures of 2D materials are routinely fabricated, the prospect of combing 2D SCs 













Plasmon-magnon coupling in magnetic van der Waals heterostructures 
The family of 2D materials beyond graphene is now very large and contains also many magnetic 
crystals222. Their electronic and magnetic properties can be studied via density functional theory (DFT), 
although great care needs to be exercised since the often-used DFT+U approaches fail in predicting 
their ground-state properties.  Indeed, it has been  recently shown223 that short-range e-e interactions 
play a pivotal role, and these are well captured by hybrid functionals. When insulating magnetic 
materials are doped, either via the electric field effect or chemically, their spin waves are expected to 
hybridize with the charge collective modes (plasmons) of the itinerant electron system. 
Microscopically, strong spin-orbit coupling is at the origin of this hybridization. Spin-orbit coupling is 
also responsible for inducing topological behavior224  and non-reciprocity225 in magnons, giving rise to 
the intriguing possibility that the hybrid excitations inherit such features. Antiferromagnetic materials 
are expected to host spin waves in the THz spectral range, where plasmons are weakly damped 
provided that the electronic quality of the material is high. We therefore expect nanophotonic probes 
to be extremely useful in the near future to unveil this coupling, potentially enabling neutron-free 
spectroscopy of spin waves in mono- and bi-layer van der Waals magnets. We also envision the exciting 
possibility to study the coupling of graphene plasmons with spin waves in van der Waals 
heterostructures comprising graphene and magnetic materials, provided that they harbor substantial 
interfacial spin-orbit coupling.  
E
F
Gr = 300 meV
d = 5 nm
a b
d
Figure 5: Loss function of the heterostructure graphene-hBN-superconductor. a: Sketch of the heterostructure, showing 
the superconductor material with cooper pairs, separated by a thin layer if hBN (thickness d) to graphene top layer. b:   loss 
function calculated for Fermi energy of 0.4 eV and graphene-SC separation of 5 nm. The nonlocal conductivities of the SC 
and of graphene were used in the calculation. A level repulsion between the AGP dispersion and the Higgs dispersion is 
clearly seen.  
 
   
 




Plasmon modes can be sensitive to the intricate winding of electronic wavefunctions in a 
quantum material. A prime example can be found in topological materials which feature electrons that 
are characterized not only by its momentum and effective mass, but also by new band geometric 
quantities226. One prominent band geometric quantity is Berry curvature which produces a Hall effect 
in the absence of a magnetic field226,227. The plasmonic collective modes of bulk electrons in such 
anomalous Hall materials can similarly inherit chirality in the absence of a magnetic field. These chiral 
“Berry” plasmons become intrinsically squeezed along the edges of a sample228  and possess distinct 
chiral dispersion relations for plasmon waves propagating in a clock-wise vs an anti-clockwise 
direction228,229; they can allow to achieve zero-field non-reciprocal plasmonic propagation230. Such 
plasmons in topological materials display how to go beyond the simple Landau Fermi liquid paradigm 
that characterizes the collective modes of metals231,232, with plasmons that are sensitive to their unique 
electron wavefunction characteristics. This wavefunction dependent behavior is intrinsic (available 
even in unstructured quantum materials) and distinct from that obtained from extrinsic nano-
structuring such as those found in spatially-patterned topological photonic systems233,234.   
  
Another example of wavefunction sensitivity can be found in the plasmonic dynamics of 
electrons in topological boundary modes (TBMs). Such TBMs include gapless edge spectra in 
two/three-dimensional topological insulators, or the “open-segment” Fermi-arc surface states at the 
surfaces of Weyl/Dirac semimetals235. The plasmonic collective modes of electrons in these TBMs are 
similarly morphed (Figure 6a) with the collective motion of carriers in the topological boundary mode 
fundamentally changing its plasmonic properties. For instance, plasmons in Fermi-arc surface states 
become hyperbolic236,237: they exhibit open iso-frequency contours that persist to large momenta that 
can enable extreme compression of light. This arises from the unusual electron dynamics close to the 
boundaries of topological materials236–239.  
The gapless TBMs in two-dimensional topological insulators also host gapless plasmonic modes 
that are localized along topological domain walls; owing to the suppressed back scattering in such 
modes as well as a frequency mismatch with bulk modes, these domain wall plasmons can have ultra-
long life times240. Surprisingly, while predominantly determined by electron dynamics in the TBMs, 
TBM plasmons can also be sensitive to bulk electron characteristics240, with their dispersion relations 
becoming stiffened or split by bulk Hall motion228,236,239,240. This sensitivity may be useful in tracking the 
unusual coupled bulk/edge electron dynamics in topological materials.  
Plasmons by themselves can also possess a topological/geometrical structure. Owing to the 
helicity of light, surface plasmon polaritons at the surface of a 3D metal possess a transverse spin that 
becomes locked to its momentum241. In two-dimensional metals, magneto-plasmons (at a finite 
applied magnetic field) can possess a finite Chern number242, with topological plasmonic edge modes 
that persist to infrared frequencies in a plasmonic crystal243 (cf. Figure 6b). In the deep subwavelength 
limit, this geometry/topology arises from a “hidden” internal structure of plasmons244 – longitudinal 
electric plasmons are not only characterized by their electric fields (that are easily imaged by optical 
techniques), but also by the spatial pattern of the dynamical current density of the electrons in the 
metal (typically “hidden” from conventional probes). The latter cants away from the electric field (and 
in-plane momentum) when there is a Hall effect forming a “pseudo-spin” structure for deep 
subwavelength plasmons that is ubiquitous in two-dimensional metals, see Figure 6c. Coupling 
between “Pseudo-spin” (current density) and orbital (momentum) degrees of freedom lead to unusual 
propagation of plasmons (e.g., plasmons that do not obey classical ray optics244), spawning a type of 
“spin-orbit” coupling for plasmons and new ways to control their trajectories, Figure 6d.  
   
 
   
 
 
Figure 6 : a Carrier dynamics in topological boundary modes (TBMs) can yield unusual collective dynamics. For example, while 
the collective modes of bulk the Fermi surface (FS, gray) in a Weyl semimetal yield conventional bulk (and surface 
plasmons)239, the unusual chiral motion of the Fermi arc Fermi surface (FS, red) yield hyperbolic surface plasmonic 
modes236,237. Solid lines denote equilibrium FS, dashed lines indicate deformed FS tracking the collective motion. b Plasmons 
can also possess their own topological structure. In two-dimensional magneto-plasmon modes can be characterized by a non-
zero Chern number and possess a topologically protected chiral edge state, adapted from Ref243. c Plasmons can even possess 
an emergent “pseudo-spinor” degree of freedom that arises from the (top) local current density pattern (j(r), red arrows) in 
a metal as a plasmon wave propagates; gray surface indicates electric potential φ(r) of the propagating plasmonic wave. 
(bottom) Oscillating current density direction is locked to momentum and can possess non-trivial hedgehog- like textures 
(yellow arrows), e.g., shown for a gapped bulk magnetoplasmon mode (bottom).  When coupled with its momenta (e.g., by 
applying a magnetic field), this can produce unusual non-classical ray optics trajectories of plasmons d such as a real space 
non-reciprocal displacement (plasmon Hall shift) between incident (red) and reflected plasmon (blue) beams, adapted from 
Ref244. 
While electronic bandstructure is typically taken as a static/immutable quantity, large electric 
fields can be used to radically change the electronic bandstructure245. Such Floquet band engineering 
is typically achieved with ultra-strong incident fields (e.g., found in ultra-shot pulses246); in contrast, 
large oscillating electric fields associated with strongly confined plasmons in two-dimensional 
materials (such as graphene) can be readily obtained even with small amplitudes of incident light 
opening the way for a type of plasmonic Floquet engineering. Such engineering can be effected in a 
target material by proximal coupling with graphene plasmons (standard van der Waals stacking 
techniques enable easy integration). 
Strikingly, when plasmonic Floquet engineering works in concert with “electron wavefunction 
sensitive” plasmons, a type of dynamical symmetry breaking can ensue. For instance, linearly polarized 
light irradiated on a graphene plasmonic disk can induce spontaneous symmetry breaking with 
plasmons rotating in either clockwise or anti-clockwise directions247. Such a collective mode phase 
displays a broken symmetry distinct from that of the ground (metallic) state and shows how plasmon 
motion can be decoupled from its host material. In such circumstances, the plasmon motion takes on 
its own separate life becoming a dynamical variable. While Ref245 provides a graphene-based example, 
other systems, e.g., josephson plasmonics and superconducting metamaterials199,209,248, can also 
exhibit strong plasmonic nonlinearities that may lead to new types of dynamical symmetry breaking. 
These raise the tantalizing prospect of the stabilization of out-of-equilibrium plasmonic phases in 
materials that by themselves (i.e. in their native equilibrium state) do not exhibit broken symmetry 
states.    
 
Moiré systems 
Recent experimental progress164,249 has enabled precise control of the twist angle between the 
crystal axes of superimposed two-dimensional materials, leading to a new class of quantum materials 
dubbed “twisted van der Waals heterostructures”.  The most prominent example is twisted bilayer 
graphene250. In these structures moiré patterns form due to the combination of rotation angle and 
lattice constant mismatch between different layers, creating a superlattice that spatially modulates 
   
 
   
 
the tunneling amplitude for electrons between the layers250,251. This profoundly modifies the behavior 
of electrons in the heterostructure. The impact is particularly dramatic in twisted bilayer graphene 
where a plethora of new symmetry broken phases have been observed164,249,252–254 and many more are 
theoretically predicted255. 
Despite extensive studies on twisted bilayer graphene, based on transport and scanning 
techniques, and several interesting theoretical predictions256–260, a complete study of its optical 
properties261,262, in particular at low temperatures, where the symmetry-broken states arise is still 
lacking. In this context, nanophotonics probes like s-SNOM261,262 and spectroscopy are ideal candidates 
since they are able to conjugate high spatial resolution (down to ≈ 10nm), with energies that are 
matching the expected optical features, often in the mid-Infrared or Terahertz (THz) frequency ranges 
(cf. Figure 7a-b). In particular, it has been recently predicted that optical properties can discriminate 
between different symmetry-broken states260 and probe important details of the band structure of 
twisted bilayer graphene258. 
Moreover, the ability to combine different quantum materials (including superconductors, 
ferromagnets, etc) into twisted heterostructures and the interaction of their emergent quasiparticles 
with photons offers a virtually infinite amount of enticing physical phenomena to be explored. 
 
 
Figure 7. a: Illustration of a s-SNOM experiment on twisted bilayer graphene: an AFM metallic tip is illuminated by infrared 
light, which provides sufficient momentum to launch a collective excitation in twisted bilayer graphene. The plasmon can, in 
turn (e.g. by reflection from an edge or interface), scatter into light at the tip. This scattered light is detected by a 
photodetector. The curved arrows indicate the light impinging on the tip (coming from the laser) as well as the scattered light 
(going to the detector). Adapted from ref262. b: 2D plots of the energy loss function L(q, ω) at θ = 1.05°. Adapted from ref258. 
c: Sketch of the wavevector-frequency plane showing the relevant frequency and length scales, and the acoustic plasmon 
dispersion (red and orange lines) for two different values of the screening from an external metallic gate (orange line 
corresponds to moderate screening, red line to very strong screening). The blue solid line is the electron dispersion 𝜔 = 𝑣F𝑞 
while the blue dashed line is the sound dispersion 𝜔 = 𝑣F 𝑞 √2⁄ . Different regimes of linear response are highlighted. In the 
hydrodynamic regime (blue shaded region) the Navier-Stokes equation is applicable to the electron liquid. In the overdamped 
regime (magenta shaded region) the Navier-Stokes equation is still applicable but plasmons are strongly damped. In the visco-
elastic regime (green shaded region) Navier-Stokes  equation can still be applied by considering a frequency-dependent 
complex viscosity, equivalent to an elastic shear modulus. Adapted from ref187. 
 
Conclusion 
In summary, we analyzed the developing field of 2D quantum nanophotonics, highlighting the 
potential for quantum technologies, polaritonic sensing, new regimes of extreme light–matter 
interactions and polariton engineering. The unique combination of appropriate tools to investigate 
light–matter interactions at the nano-scale (SNOM, EELS, EL-STM) and quantum materials built atom 
by atom in basically any configuration (moiré, van der Waals heterostructures, nano-patterning) is truly 
a game changer. Nano-optics has now also become a comprehensive tool for the study of 2D quantum 
materials, and touch upon emerging phenomena in correlated and topological materials.  Finally, a 
realistic pathway for the 2D quantum nanophotonics field to deliver technologically relevant 
applications can be envisioned, as  a range of 2D materials can be grown in a scalable fashion, and 
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